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Laws of 1935 


(Continued from previous issue) 
(Effective dates follow each act) 

CHAPTER 169. (April 26, 1935) 
neal 


4 for assessment for municipal 


Al 


improvements provided for to Cir- 





cuit Court of county wherein munici- 


is located. Act not applicable 


CHAPTER 170. (April 27, 1935) 
Amends Sections 1, 2 and 4 of P. L 
Chapter 233, as to re 
ling funds of municipalities 
ds not to issue after January 1 
1937; permits sale at prices com- 
i nm manner prescribed by 
Tables of Bond Values” 21st Ed 
and n a\ be sold at private sale if 

acceptable bid received at public 
sale 

CHAPTER 17 (April 27, 1935 
Amendment to P. L. 1920, p. 324 
Chapter 160-—-Payment from police 


and firemen for pension iund in 





ivsician f examination by one 
suught to be retired 

CHAPTER 172. (April 27, 1935) 
Repeals Act of 1913, p. 198, Chapter 


1? 
ie 


3, creating fund to restore State's 
property damaged by fire or earth- 
quake 

CHAPTER 173. (April 27, 1935 


ge fund diverted to General 


APTER 174. (April 27, 1935 
\ttorney-General directed to repre- 

nt members of Department of State 
Police in actions in which they are 
parties and in all criminal action: 
to have full power to act, and alse 


represent said members on writs 0 


error or other appellate proceedings 
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creased Provides for naming of 


Money from Fire and Earthquake 


; 


Current Decisions Equitable Estoppel 


MORTGAGE DEFICIENCIES — 
Fair Value—-Credit—Injunction 
Against Suit. 

New Jersey Court of Errors and 
Appeals 

Robert Broadman vs. Colonial Build- 
ing Loan Association 

Decided May 17, 1935 

On Appeal from the Court of Chan- 
cery 

For Respondent: Henn & Burr (John 
Milton, of counsel) 

For Appellant: George C. Tennant 

Justice Perskie 

Appellant, in a prior chancery suit, 
filed a bill to foreclose a mortgage 
which had heen executed by the re- 
spondent to the appellant, in the sum 
of $7000 and covered respondent’s 
property in Jersey City. Respondent 
was made a party defendant to that 
foreclosure suit because he had signed 
the bond secured by the mortgage 
which was being foreclosed; he was 
properly served with the usual pro- 
cess of subpoena and ticket The 

} 


' = 
'respondent stood mute in that tore- 


closure suit; he did nothing about it 
Appellant regularly prosecuted — the 
foreclosure suit; on February 109. 
1934, it obtained a final decree for 
$7262.50, plus interest from February 
15, 1934 The taxed costs were 
$253.73 and the sheriff's execution 
fees were $117.37 A sale of the 
premises was held on April 15, 1934. 
and appellant purchased the premises 
ior $100 subject to taxes aggregat- 
ing about $1145.80 and water rent of 
$54.09. There were no other bidders 
Respondent continued mute, and mad¢ 
no objection to the confirmation of 
the sale. 

Thereafter, on May 10, 1934, ap 


pellant imstituted a suit in the Su 
preme Court (Hudson Circuit ) 


R 1 
against respondent, as obligor on his 





bond ty recover the det 1eNICY 
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stating that t emises ad a value 
’ S10.000 a d r that the re Was 
no market for the sale thereof: that 
because of the present financial de 


pression and resultant inability to re 


nance the propertv he was unable to 








exercise his right of redemption 
which right he claimed had been nul 
ified by the depression. or to other 
protect himself in the premises; 
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In Courts of Law 





LEONARD J. EMMERGLICK 


The doctrine of equitable estoppel— 
the estoppel arising from conduct— 
has been administered by courts of 
law from very early times. A cau- 
tious hesitancy to incorporate into the 
law a principle so essentially equitable 
in nature is evident in the early stages 
of its assimilation. Decisions resting 
upon this idea were frequently assert- 
ed to have some other foundation. By 
the latter part of the nineteenth cen- 
tury a continuous process of assimila- 
tion had become total. The equitabl« 
estoppel had been taken into the law. 
It was no longer merely an equitable 
principle. It became one of the rules 
of conduct of the common law. 
Moreover, what was incorporated into 
the law was the whole doctrine, un- 
altered in character or content. 
Crawford v. Winterbottom, 88 N. J. 
L. 588, 06 Atl. 497 (1916); Sun 


Liredagina & Construction Co. v. Ottens, | 


84 N. J. L. 740, 87 Ati. 1003 (1913); 
Horn wv. Cole, 51 N. H. 287 (1868); 


Clauson v. Larman, 211 S. W. 913} 


(Mo. App. 1919); Witherell v. Kelly, 
195 App. Div. 227, 187 N. Y. S. 43 
(1921). 

The legal relationships and prine:- 
ples which have been influenced by the 
equitable estoppel are numerous and 
varied in nature. In many cases the 
estoppel has brought about the sub- 
ordination to itself of elemental 
doctrines of the law 

The largest part of the. last century 
witnessed general refusal by law 
courts to permit the estoppel in pais 
to work a transter of the legal title 
to land. It was considered that the 
statute of frauds precluded anv such 


nnovation and that the legal title 


United States 
Supreme Court 


Abstracts of Decisions 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Valid- 
ity of Railroad Retirement Act 





| should prevail at law. Accordingly, 


it was held that the estoppel was not 


a good defense to an action of eject- 


ment. St. Louis, etc., Stockyards v. 
Wiggins Ferry Co., 102 Til. 514 
(1882) ; Grubbs v. Boon, 201 Ill. 98, 


66 N. E. 390 (1903); Ming wv. Olster, 


195 Mo. 460, 92 S. W. 898 (1906); 
Petit v. Flint, etc. R. C., 119 Mich. 


492, 78 N. W. 554 (1899). While 


this view is still maintained in a num- 
ber of states, Lanum v. Harrington, 
267 Ill. 57, 107 N. E. 826 (1915); 
Haney v. Breeden, 100 Va, 781, 42 
S. W. 916 (1877); Garrett v. So. 
Penn. Oil Co., 66 W. Va. 587, 66 S. E. 
741 (1909). Boone v. Gulf F. & A, 
Ry. Co., 101 Ala. 560, 78 So. 756 
(1918), the majority have taken the 
contrary position. Dickerson v. Cal- 
grove, 100 U. S. 578 (1879) ; Norman 
v7. McMillon, i151 Ga. 363, 107 S. W. 
25 (1021); Schneider v. Schneider, 
285 Mo. 314, 224 S. W. 1 (1920); 
Mattes v. Frankel, 157 N. Y. 603, 52 
N. E. 585 (1899); Corning v. Troy, 
etc. Factory 44 N. Y. 577 (1871); 
Wilson v. Carrico, 155 Md. 570, 58 
N. E. 847 (1900); Steadman v. Stead- 
man, 143 N. C. 345, 55 S. E. 784 
(1906) ; Boynton v. Hunt, 88 Vt. 187, 
o2 Atl. 153 (1914). Of course, re- 
forms in procedure have produced this 
result in a few of these jurisdictions. 
See for examples Kenny v. McKenzie, 
23 S. D. 111, 120 N. W. 781, on re 
hearsing, 25 S. D. 385, 127 N. W. 597 
(1909); Clyburn vw. McLaughlin, 105 
Mo. 521, 17 S. W’. 692 (1891). But 
in the remainder the composite reason- 
ing is to the effect that the statute 
was designed to prevent fraud, not to 
further some object of policy, and 
therefore should not be permitted to 
work a virtual fraud. 

The privileges and disabilities of 


| infancy have been subjected to the in- 


fluence of the doctrine. It is still 
widely held that an infant is not es- 
topped to plead his infancy, when 
sued on a contract, because of a 


fraudulent representation that he was 


of full age. Merriam v. Cunningham, 


rm Cush, 40 (Mass. 1853); Interna- 
tional Text Book Co. v. Connelly, 206 
N. Y. 188, 99 N. E. 722 (1012)3 
Bartlett v. Wells, 1 B. & S. 836, 121 
ing. Kep. 924 (1862) Some courts, 


however, declare that the estoppel 
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sustain his privilege 


ance of the infant rendered his 
| representation probable Damron v. 
C onmimonwmre alth, 110 A y. 268, 61 gh W., 


g (i1go1t); Ffarsetm v. Cohen, 25 


leinch vw. Keeder 107 Neb 342, 185 
IV. 1000 (1921) 


45 
S. E. 977 (Tex. Civ. App. 1894); 
F ) 


When the infant sues at law, it has 


been the poli of most courts to 


Raymond wv. 
veneral Mato es Sales Co., 230 
Vass. 54. 119 NV. I 3590 (1918); 


Whitcomh @v slyn, 51 Vt. 99 


110 Jil. 16 


(1884): Tohim pounn, 95 « rk. 556, 
10g S. 534 1yor ee also 7O 
Cour I 163 (1GLE But it has 


tly been held, m1 an action by an 
deposited as 
n wit! t | okers, that false 
tation by the infant as to his 

raise an estoppel. Falk v. Mac- 
faster 197 App. I 357, 188 N. 
G2 ar conduct by 





I O appea to be of age 
} Court of 
} him 
m re ny automobile irom 

I serted a 
tutors r supphes purchased 
*-* ‘ nia 1 \ , hy ls, 92 
195 Atl. 201 (1918). The 


urt observed that it would be an 





anomalous doctrine to convict infants 


rimes, and 


hold them r spons ble rw ther torts, 


d yet excuse them trom liability on 
ir contracts when apparently of 


them, and 












































































































a ato 








- 


: Jn Courts of Law 








suitable Estoppel 


An exhaustive compilation of the| Southern Surety Co., 100 N. J. Ea. 
various applications of the doctrine | 92, 135 Atl. 511 (1926), affirmed 101 


| is beyond the scope of the'fresent m-|N. J. Eq. 738, 138 Atl. o19 (1927). 









not evidence Of negligence 
vv. Furst 93 L. 127, the case 
application where plaint; 












































































































































































quiry. In addition to those already| By applying the estoppel many law D ee : . tiff 
mentioned, a number of others are}|courts have therefore come to enforce €cisions oil, leaving a mark, fron, 
to be found in Barnerd v. German-|rights derived from actual fraud a iad that th 
(Continued from page 1) American Seminary, 49 Mich. 444, 13| would not satisfy the requirements ie poe jnesligently leit in that 
— N. W. 811 (1882); Stowe v. Humes,| they have stated to be necessary to (Continued from page 1) | McGee v. Kraft 110 L $22 
when they procure their making by! 220 Mich. 57, 189 N. W. 883, (1922) ; | support an action for deceit : — .. 
SII i in considesed: as the| Camp's. Green, 129 Ve. Sho: 106 S| te tact ctaet feng JOINT VENTURE—Equity Juris-| NEGLIGENCE — Storey,.! 
court pointed out, that the contracts E. 3904 (1921); State Kinkade, 192 | pati potty aa cane —— diction—Equity Pleading—Hear- Floor. “ke awe _" 
of an infant are voidable and not void, | da. 1362, 186 N. W. 662 (1922);]| ages oe aa a the truth ing on Bill and Answer. New Jersey Supreme — 
Betthet the privilege of infancy was| Thomas v. Spires, 180 Ark. 671, 22 onsets — ingredient ot the New Jersey Court of Errors and Ap- | Monmouth Counts eed pt 
intended to be, in the celebrated S. HW’. (2d) 553 (1930); Lewenberg a yo = aye orga M - ae = peals Lawrence C. ( J — : 
language of Lord Mansfield, “a shield, 7. Hayes, 91 Me. 104, 39 Atl. 460] innoent essen mone caer no Lao | Cooperstein vs. Shapiro Morton vs. L. Bamberge: & jiged. 
and not a sword, * * * never an of-| (1807). Together these decisions in- | it eee Hh tense Pangea ais ty oo May 17, 1935 May 2, 1935 “ae th 
fensive weapon of fraud or injustice,” | dicate that the estoppel has been treat-| rendered the injur sole iy ”P a3 Case, J . 1}On Application for R the de 
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he estoppel has been admitted*into|complish moral, politic, and economic | —_ a a re a For Deiendant - Appellant, Samuel | Opposed: Edward W. Curr ling of ¢) 
the law of crimes. The authorities Objects have been made to yield ‘9 behavior which is contrary pe cate} meet -} Piaieti! and, Ger hush nmere, 
Mire thet a printigte | kupwn| it influence = mage aes aA tic res Z tes On Appeal trom Chancery \ffirmed shopping in basement stor ree, 95 N 
throughout the entire civil department It is to be observed that the do& fraudulent only by construction. In es seineetion tendant. Plaintiff was * * Hi: 
of our jurisprudence is a proper one trime is not a mere rule of evidence Wvsokowski wv Polish 1meric a. B. _ mere — gi a joint sa leading from | J (cred: 
for iimbement in the peooecuticd of | It establishes rights of pooperty and|& 1. Ass'n, ox N. J : oe oe venture and share profits and losses {to main basement floor. 7 tgagee 
crimes. Wharton, Criminal “Law (9'h determines remedies. An owner of | 246 (1021), oul o6 F ? , pe equity may entertain jurisdiction | uff slipped on a strip of mets! (fore 
a. Sec. 1328) Bishop Crimi: land who erroneously believes it not | 115 4¢/. 438 (1021). it beh aq. cgay upon a principles ap-| divided the floor, made to relic 
w (3rd Ed. Sec. 367) It fre- to be his, and invites another to oc 1 : ‘ «a 17 . icable to partnerships jinto strips. It appears 
SIs cicoe'cn dolvadaes exon seal tmneone te, 2 acme’ te son = = pte yy ae 2 lf a complainant proceeds to a|terrazzo had chipped carer, 
on trial for embezzlement ks to assert his title by an action of eject-| because of the sslseoniiines et the re ge es bill and answer, the facts | leaving metal strip en presen: 
attack the legality of his victin ment. “He is unable to establish any | piaintiff’s special agent. In requir- well pleaded in the answer are to be awarded a verdict in f adjudic..: 
conduct. State «. Spuldi 3 Ka right in the property The owner of! |ing the plaintiff to bear the loss the tates yp hnvgs per : = Defendant applied for “tgage «| 
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(More automobiles than operators, 
In consideration ot the reduced 
premium rates at which this policy 
written and of the statements 
made by the Assured that he does 
not own more Automobiles than | 
those described in the policy, and | 
that there will not be a greater 
number of persons who operate | 
such automobiles than those named 
in this endorsement * * * this policy | 


RSEMENT 


is 


covers only the operators of the 
automobiles described while such | 
automobiles are being personally | 


| 


driven by James Hunter, William | 


Curnsky and Henry Henkel, Jr., or 
by any person when accompanied | 
by such named driver * * * Nor 
shall this endorsement bind the | 
Company until countersigned by a} 
duly authorised representative of | 
the Company. 
On Feb. 1, 1930 one of the trucks, | 
while being operated by William} 
Henkel, son of Henry Henkel men- | 
itioned in said endorsement, injured | 
Frieda Biebel. She instituted an ac- | 
tion against the defendant m New | 
York The defendant, here, com- | 


municated the fact to the complain- 


ant, which disclaimed liability, alleg- 


|ing that the driver of the truck was | 


| defendant called upon complainant to 


not one mentioned in the endorsement. 
The action resulted in judgment 
for $5176.05 damages and costs. The 


a 


. 

(2) To avoid a _ contract by 
fraud, it must be established that 
fraud induced the making of the 
contract. 

(3) That it did not appear that 
the complainant had offered to re- 
store the defendant to the status 
quo by offering repayment of the 
premiums. 

(4) That no fraud had been es- 
tablished and that the complainants 
failure to countersign the endorse- 
ment relieved the defendant from 
being bound by its terms. 


FIXTURES~Rights of Vendee and 


Mortgagee. 

| In Chancery of New Jersey 

Farmers National Bank of Sussex 
vs. Joshua R. Salmon, Receiver, 
etc. 

V. C. Lewis 

May 14, 1935 

For C mplainant and Pro Se.: Hugh 
C. Baldwin 


For Defendant and Pro Se. 
R. Salmon 

The question in this case is as to 
whether certain property consisting 
of certain tanks, pumps, motors, ice 
machines, boiler, and water 
heater become part of the real estate 
on which they were installed so as to 


: Joshua 


steam 


pass to complainant Baldwin on a 
sale of the real estate by the de- 
fendant Salmon as receiver of Mar- 
tin C. Havens, John Havens, and 
Havensdale Farms, Inc. Martin C. 
Havens, the owner of the premises 
in question, gave the mortgage te 


complainant, Farmers National Bank 


and subsequently, he. john Hav- 
ens and Havensdale Farms, Inc., or 
one or some of them were conduct 
ing a creamery on the premises and 


installed the chattel in question. 


pay It refused. The defendant, | TI ; ; , 
er > eisiy | acl ceran i a 
| then, on March 29, 1933 instituted an ' co oven. Seen ry: yee 
action on the judgment against the | ° Ee OS OS PO OS eee 
complainant in the New. fersey. Su- | (State and is not subject to the liens 
preme Court, Hudson Circuit. The | of the mortgage held by the bank 
complainant filed an answer and issue and 48 not included in the sale of 
was ioined When it ceached the the farm to complainant herein. 
daily calendar, July 2, 1934, on ap- | The Court found that the chattels 
| plication of the complainant — this became part of the frechold and that 
court issued a preliminary restraint |titlte to them passed to the com- 
of the law action, The suit was|Plaimant Baldwin, subject to the lier 


| 


1. The clerk of the district court in 
which proceedings under section 77B | 
are brought shall forthwith trans 
mit to the Secretary of the Treasury 
copies of (a) the petition of the cor- 
poration, or of the creditors there- 
of desiring to etfect a plan of re- 
organizatior r (b) the answer, if 
any. of the corporation in those 
times in which the claims and inter- |} 
ests of pending: (« the order ap 
proving or dismissing the petition 
(d) any order determining the sam¢ 
in which the claims and interests of 
creditors may be filed or evidenced 
ind allowed, the division of credit- 
ors and. stockholders mt classes | 
iceordit . of the re | 
spec é | wand interests ine all 

r tending the time wl ch} 

‘ ! 1a\ e tiled or evi | 
t rder for a hear-! 
ne the report of tt 
special n 1 the plan 1 re 
regan i nents r wos 

4 it! ms ‘ht Vv t ra ] t 1M)h 
the time r ¢ ne tne pl in or 
‘ ssing proceeding (2) ad 

dging t pora to be so 
vent r ent; (3) confirming 

ecting the liqurdat 

. al each otf paper 

g s the Sees 
s eg 
court av direct 
( r j 
: t 
‘ 
‘ 
ener ‘ ¢ , — 
ing out t general orde 

2 \ rder ing the time 

onfirming an which deals 
vit the terests r claims f the 
{ ted States shall clude a rea- 
Silla le ' t to t! 
tr Tre a> T\ at le 

The pre S Ths 
order shall not apply to any actio 
eretotore taken and failure tu 
omply with any provisi hereof 
in any proceeding heretofore or here- 
after instituted, shall, not deprive th 
District Court of jurisdiction of such 
proceeding or invalidate any action 
taken by the Court, but shall be the 
subject of such consideration and 
remedial action as justice may re- 


quire 
Cite this publication 
58.N.J.L. J. (index page as indicated; 


| 





heard on final hearing. 


The bill seeks a cancellation or re- 
formation of the policy upon. the 
ground of fraud. The complainant 


contends that the substitution of Wil- 


liam Henkel as a driver in the place 
of one of the three persons men- 
tioned in the endorsement on this 
policy, 1s a breach which voids the 
policy. The defendant contends that 
the endorsement in the policy is not 

nding because of the fact that it is 
not countersigned and therefore lacks 
mutuality and is ineffective 

The court dismissed the bill anc 
held, that 

(1) Fraud applies to a represe 

tation in. effecting 4 mitract; 1 

does not app! lv to a wa init vhiu 

is part of the contract 


of the mortgages of the complainant 


bank, and held, that 
(1) Whenever chattels have been 
|placed in and annexed to a-butld- 


ing by their owner, as a part of the 


means by which to carry out the pur 


poses for which the building was 
erected, or to which it is adapted, 
and with the intention of permanent- 
ly increasing its value for the use 
to which it is devoted, they be- 
come fixtures, as between the owner 
and his mortgagee, Anickerbocker 
Trust Co. vs. Penn Cordage Co. 66 
E. 305 at 309. and that 

(2) The Uniform Conditional Sales 
Act « 1919. which provides the test 
1 to whether goods are severable 

(Continued on pave 6, co 1) 
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‘said court on the 28th day of De- 
cember, 1934, pursuant to Section 
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vee Q a approval of the consolidation prayed 
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Presiding agreement of consolidatior 1 Im ac- 
py cordance with the prayer of said 
g a@ matter of the rehearing 1 petitioner 
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Utili 77B of the National Bankruptcy Act, 
and no reason appearing to the con- | 


trary. the said Board of Public Utili- | 


The petitioner proproses to accept 
passengers at its terminal in Atlantic 


City and operate to points of interest 


in Atlantic City, continuing via the 
Longport-Ocean City bridge to Ocean 
City, returning after a twenty minute 
layover (with a stop at Ninth Street 
land the Boardwalk), via Ninth Street 
ymmers Point 
the mainland 
Linwood, 
itville, thence 
Atlantic City 
City, through 
returning 


to the Ocean City—S« 
bridge. thence along 
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throug 
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via the Pleasantville- 
Zoulevard to Atlantic 


Atlantic City to the Inlet, 
to the terminal at Maryland Avenue 


to 
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Maryland Avenue Te 
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trip. 
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the service is necessary in order to 
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Riverside Route No. 56, and for. ap- 
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Circuit Court Motions on 
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opening of the Court, at the Court 
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Hon. Samuel M. Shay will com 
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There wil! be no trials in the ( 
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Jayne hears Circuit Court 
each Friday at in the 
Room, Guarantee Atlant 
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Bldg., City 


Sup & Cir (Weekly call) 1750 
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Hon. Joseph L. Smith will hear} 

Circuit Court Motions on Friday 


May 24th, at the Court House, New 
ark, N. } 
Hon. Worrall F 


hear Circuit Court Motions on Wed 


nesday. May 29th, at the Court 
House. Newark, N. |. (Please not 
that this change is due to the holi 


day, Memorial Day) 
Common Pleas Motions will be 


heard on Friday, May 24th. by Ho 
Walter D. Van Riper at the Court 
House, Newark, N. | 


GLOUCESTER COUNTY 


Hon Samuel M. Sha whe hea 
Supreme & Circuit Court issues ft 
the May Term, will not been } 
cases until Monday, May 27 


Hon. Samuel M Shay will hear 
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den, N. | 
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, 
Hon. Henry E. Ackersonpwill hear 


Circuit Court Motions on Friday.) on September 17th. 
Circuit Court Motions are heard, Hoboken, N. J. 


May 24th, at the Court House, Jer- 
| sey City, N. J 

Common 
| heard on any Friday by Judges hear 
Term 
Hor 


| ing 
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Caffrey will hear | James R 


Civil 


Pleas Motions 
Cases 
Robert \ 


Erwin 


during the 


Levden will hear! There will be no Common 
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; Cases heard until July 8, 1935, 


Jury 


will return 
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There is yo set days for 


Motions except that Orphans’ 
held 


‘month 


1s 
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NEW 


nning 


the first 
and of cf 


urst the 


Dayton \ 0) 


iphant 


jin Paterson 


MIDDLESEX COUNTY 


i Com Pleas (Weekly call 
Hon. Adrian Lyon hears ( 
Pleas Motions every Frida 
|} Court House. New Brunswick 
The trial of Supreme and ¢ 
Court (Cases il eg 
irly im di 


Iria ( rit ( , Ca 
e resume » Ju 17 
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Circuit Court Motions every Frid 
while in Trenton 

Special Notice—] ustice Heher plans 
to attend the annual meeting th 
State Bar Association on fay 
and June Ist, and will therefore 1 
hear motions on Saturday, June Ist 
at the Court House in Patersor lis 
is his regular motion day. He shall 
hear all matters scheduled for that 
| day on June Sth, at the Court Hous 


GOOF DLO DUOC @O®OCHY 


by Hon. Newton H. Porter at the 


Court House. Paterson, N. J. 
Common Pleas Motions are heard 
by Hon. John C. Losey on the first 
and third Fridays of each month 
ind at and places 
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Circuit Court Motions on 
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Kind!y note that for the May 


Term, Hon. Edward A. McGrath 
earing Common Neas Criminal 
Cases and Hon. Lloyd Thompson is 
hearing Common Pleas Civil Cases 
Also, during this term. Hon. Ed 


McGrath is 
Pleas Motions every Friday, at 
use, Elizabeth, N J 


ward A hearing Com 
mon 


the Court H 
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2/th 


and < 
May 
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Trials of 
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Supreme 
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Hon 
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Lawrence. 

Each 


in the 


sit- 
Rulif 


while 
County Hon 


Friday 


morning, 


ting above 


V. Lawrence will hear motions. At 
other times, arrangements may be 
made by correspondence with home 
address 115 West Main Street, 


Freehold, N. J 
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The Chancellor will hear motions at 
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A Vice 
Court 
Monday morning 


ever Tuesday. 

sits at Union 
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pur- 
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House, at 
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A. M. Knight hears motions at At- 
lantic City on the Ist, 2nd and 3rd 
Monday of every month. Motions 
are also heard at chambers 432 Mar- 
ket street, Camden. 

A. M. Kraft hears motions at Cam- 
den on every Monday morning 
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